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Carolina	 Institute	 of	 Archaeology	 and	
Anthropology	 at	 the	 University	 of	 South	
Carolina	 in	1969,	and	worked	 there	until	
his	 retirement	 in	 2011.	 Stan	 excavated	
at	 Charles	 Towne	 Landing,	 Ninety-Six,	
Fort	Moultrie,	 and	many	other	 important	
historic	 sites	 in	 South	 Carolina,	 but	 his	
most	 lasting	 and	 important	 work	 was	 at	
the	Charlesfort/Santa	Elena	site	on	Parris	
Island.	Stan	began	his	work	there	in	1979,	
and	 conducted	 his	 last	 Santa	 Elena	 field	
work	in	2006	(Figure	1).
	 As	 a	 memorial	 to	 Stan’s	 long	
career	 and	 to	 his	 interest	 in	 supporting	
young	 archaeologists,	 the	 Stanley	 South	
Student	 Archaeological	 Research	 Fund	
has	been	 established	 at	 the	University	of	
South	Carolina	in	his	honor.	Grants	from	





Figure 1: Stanley A. South















	 Upon	 learning	of	 these	attempted	French	settlements	 in	a	 land	 long	considered	Spanish	
territory,	Spanish	King	Philip	II	dispatched	Pedro	Menéndez	de	Avilés	to	Florida	to	deal	with	the	
French	intrusion.	Menéndez	arrived	in	Florida	in	September,	1565,	and	within	weeks	he	had	killed	















Juan	 Pardo	 arrived	 at	 Santa	 Elena	 with	 an	 additional	 force	 of	 250	 men,	 and	 they	 built	 a	 larger	
fort,	Fort	San	Felipe.	 In	December,	1566,	Captain	Pardo	and	125	of	his	men	marched	 inland	on	
an	expedition	 intended	 to	establish	 friendly	 relations	with	 interior	 Indians	and	ultimately	 to	 find	























Adelantado	 of	 Florida,	 died	
in	 1574	 while	 on	 a	 mission	
to	 Spain.	 During	 Menéndez’	
absence,	Don	Diego	de	Velasco,	
one	 of	 Pedro	 Menéndez	 two	
sons-in-law	 and	 Lieutenant	




Catalina,	 inherited	 the	 title	
of	 Adelantado	 of	 Florida,	
and	 ultimately	 her	 husband,	
Hernando	 de	 Miranda,	 was	
appointed	Governor.	Miranda,	
however,	 did	 not	 actually	
arrive	 at	 Santa	 Elena	 until	
February,	 1576.	 During	 the	
time	 that	 Velasco	 served	 as	
interim	 governor,	 he	 had	
several	 disputes	 with	 settlers,	
and	 he	 mistreated	 the	 Indians	
residing	 in	 the	 vicinity.	 This	
poor	 relationship	 with	 the	
Indians	 led	 to	 a	 series	 of	
attacks	 on	 Santa	 Elena.	 The	
loss	of	 thirty	soldiers	 in	 these	
attacks	 ultimately	 forced	 the	
temporary	abandonment	of	Santa	Elena	 in	 late	summer,	1576.	As	 the	soldiers	and	settlers	 sailed	
from	Port	Royal	Sound,	they	were	able	to	see	the	town	and	fort	being	burned	by	Indians.
Second Spanish Occupation at Santa Elena (1577-1587)
	 In	October,	1577,	Santa	Elena	was	re-occupied	by	a	military	force	commanded	by	Pedro	
Menéndez	 Marqués,	 who	 had	 been	 appointed	 Governor	 of	 Santa	 Elena	 to	 replace	 Hernando	 de	

















	 In	1584,	 the	English	made	 their	 first	 effort	 to	 claim	part	 of	Spanish	Florida	by	 settling	













occasionally	visiting	 the	Indians	 in	 the	vicinity	of	Santa	Elena,	but	 the	 town	of	Santa	Elena	was	
never	reestablished.
Figure 2: Santa Elena and the Port Royal Sound vicinity.
Archaeology at Santa Elena, 1979-2007
	 Stanley	South	and	the	South	Carolina	Institute	of	Archaeology	and	Anthropology	began	







































Figure 3: The Santa Elena site.
Fort San Marcos II Excavations		
	 Spanish	 Fort	 San	 Marcos	 II	 was	
in	 use	 at	 the	 time	 of	 the	 final	 evacuation	













the	1920’s.	The	work	 in	 the	1920’s	 resulted	
in	the	re-excavation	of	the	filled-in	moat,	and	
the	 erection	 of	 the	 Charlesfort	 monument.	
The	resulting	publicity	 led	 to	an	assessment	
of	the	excavated	materials	by	more	informed	




	 The	 records	 of	 the	 early	 amateur	
























Figure 4: A 1586-87 Spanish plan of Fort San 
Marcos II, showing the improvements made in 
response to the threat of an attack by the English 
under Francis Drake.
Figure 5: Stan South during the 1979 test excavations in Fort San Marcos II.











Figure 6: The northwest bastion of Fort San Felipe I after excavation in 1982.
that	was	known	to	be	 in	Fort	San	Felipe	II.	 In	 fact	 it	 is	probably	a	Santa	Elena	church	which	 is	
documented	as	having	stood	on	the	site	of	Fort	San	Felipe	I.	
	 The	 extensive	
excavations	 in	 and	 around	
Fort	 San	 Felipe	 have	 also	
revealed	 evidence	 of	 a	
smaller,	irregular	earthwork	
fortification	 that	 pre-dates	
the	 Spanish	 fort,	 which	
was	 built	 directly	 on	 top	
of	 the	 earlier	 fortification.	
Given	 that	 there	 is	 also	
a	 concentration	 of	 16th	
century	French	pottery	in	the	
interior	of	Fort	San	Felipe,	
the	 earlier	 fortification	 is	
probably	 the	 remains	 of	
the	 French	 Charlesfort.	 It	
is	 likely	 that	 the	 Spanish	
deliberately	 placed	 the	
1566	Fort	San	Felipe	on	the	
Charlesfort	 site	 to	 efface	
any	 lingering	 claim	 of	
legitimacy	 attached	 to	 the	
French	settlement	attempt.
Figure 7: A group of Spanish military artifacts from Santa Elena, 
including cannon balls, crossbow bolt points, lead shot, a jack plate 



















the	 outline	 of	 a	 given	
structure	 are	 essentially	




arrays	 of	 postholes	 do	
not	emerge.			
	 One	 of	 the	 most	
thoroughly	 examined	
parts	of	the	Santa	Elena	
site	 is	 a	 residential	
area	 located	 between	
Fort	 San	 Marcos	 II	












	 Excavations	 of	 residential	 lots	 has	 provided	 architectural	 information	 for	 the	 primary	




Figure 8: A typical daub processing pit excavated in 1997. Like most 
Santa Elena daub processing pits, this example served a secondary 







































it	 may	 not	 have	 met	
the	 standards	 of	 the	
Spanish	potter.
Figure 10: A reconstruction of the possible appearance of the Santa Elena 
kiln during use, based on the archaeological evidence and comparative 
information about the form and functioning of Spanish-tradition kilns 
of the period.  Here the potter is adding additional fuel to the firebox 
underneath the pot chamber.
Figure 11: Overhead view of the Santa Elena kiln after excavation in 1993.
Wells
	 The	 brackish	 water	
in	 the	 tidal	 creek	 running	
through	 the	 marsh	 adjacent	
to	 Santa	 Elena	 was	 not	
drinkable.	 Fortunately,	 the	
water	 table	 was	 only	 a	 few	
feet	 deep	 under	 the	 town	
site,	providing	a	ready	source	
of	 fresh	 (if	 not	 particularly	
palatable)	water.	The	Spanish	
dug	 shallow	 wells	 to	 access	
the	water	table.	While	it	was	
relatively	simple	 to	dig	a	pit	
that	 reached	 the	 water,	 the	
fairly	 loose,	 sand	 subsoil	
did	 not	 allow	 for	 a	 stable	
excavation	 –	 the	 saturated	
sand	 would	 not	 maintain	 a	











Figure 9: Profile of a Spanish barrel well undergoing excavation in 
2000. Pumps were employed to lower the water table by several feet 
to permit excavation.
Other Archaeological Components




	 The	 oldest	 artifacts	 found	 in	 Santa	
Elena	excavations	are	stone	tools	dating	to	the	
Early	Archaic	period,	about	10,500	years	ago.	
Later	 stone	 tools,	pottery,	 and	other	 artifacts	
span	 the	 entire	 Native	 American	 cultural	
sequence	 up	 to	 the16th	 century,	 and	 a	 post-
Santa	 Elena,	 17th	 century	 Native	 American	
occupation	 is	 also	 present	 (Figure	 12).	 The	
strongest	prehistoric	component	on	the	site	is	
comprised	of	distinctive	pottery	and	stone	tools	
dating	 to	 the	 Late	Archaic-	 Early	 Woodland	
periods,	ca.	5000	to	2500	years	ago.	
	 By	 the	 1720’s	 there	 was	 a	 Parris	
Plantation	operating	on	the	south	end	of	Parris	
Island,	including	the	site	of	Santa	Elena	(Figure	
13).	 A	 planter’s	 house	 and	 outbuildings,	







United	 States	 entered	 World	 War	 I	 in	 1917,	 a	 large,	 temporary	 basic	 training	 camp	 for	 several	
thousand	 recruits	 was	 built	 over	 the	 entire	 site.	 Every	 archaeological	 excavation	 at	 Santa	 Elena	
reveals	architectural	 features	and	
artifacts	 from	 the	 World	 War	 I	
Marine	 Corps	 presence.	 Several	
large	trash	dumps	of	material	from	
the	 1916-1920	 period	 have	 been	
located	 in	 the	 vicinity.	 In	 1918,	
the	 United	 States	 purchased	 all	
of	the	private	property	remaining	
on	 Parris	 Island	 for	 inclusion	
in	 the	 permanent	 Marine	 Corps	
reservation.	Beginning	in	the	late	
1930s,	 the	 Santa	 Elena	 vicinity	
was	 used	 as	 a	 field	 artillery	 and	
aerial	bombing	range,	but	in	1947	
the	 site	 was	 included	 in	 the	 new	
Parris	Island	Golf	Course.
Figure 12: A variety of prehistoric stone tools 
recovered during Santa Elena excavations.
Figure 13: Stan South and a field technician recording 18th or 
19th century agricultural field ditches of` the sort that occur 
over most of the Santa Elena site.
The Artifact Collection	






Corps,	 Parris	 Island,	 and	 the	
South	 Carolina	 Legislature.	
The	 accumulated	 knowledge	 of	
37	 years	 is	 allowing	 for	 more	
refined	 analysis,	 in	 addition	 to	
offering	 the	 opportunity	 to	 pull	
together	 parts	 of	 the	 collection	
that	 have	 never	 been	 topically	
organized	before.	This	has	been	
made	 possible	 by	 access	 to	 a	
large	 laboratory	 space	 provided	
by	 the	 University	 of	 South	
Carolina.	 During	 the	 reanalysis	
process,	 the	 packaging	 of	 the	
entire	 collection	 is	 also	 being	
brought	 up	 to	 current	 curatorial	
standards	(Figure	14).
	 The	 Native	 American	
first	 occupants	 of	 the	 site	 left	


























collection,	 mostly	 in	 the	
form	 of	 hand-wrought	
nails	 and	 spikes	 (Figure	
15).	 Barrel	 bands	 that	
have	 been	 reworked	 for	
alternate	 purposes	 are	
suggestive	 of	 the	 thrift	
and	 ingenuity	 necessary	
for	 life	 far	 removed	
from	 ready	 access	 to	
manufactured	 goods.	
The	 military	 aspect	 of	
the	 site	 is	 represented	
by	 iron	 fragments	 from	
matchlock	 arquebuses	
and	 crossbows,	 iron	 and	









	 Within	150	years	of	 the	abandonment	of	Santa	Elena,	Europeans	had	 returned	 to	Parris	
Island,	bringing	with	them	enslaved	Africans.	From	the	1720’s	until	the	1860’s,	Santa	Elena	was	

















pulltabs,	 and	 other	 modern	 artifacts	 from	 the	 Parris	 Island	 Golf	
Course	that	occupied	the	site	from	1947	to	2000.
Figure 14: A portion of the Santa Elena collection that has been 
reanalyzed and brought up to current curatorial standards.
Figure 15: A group of 16th century artifacts from Santa Elena, including 
imported and locally made ceramics, a wrought iron trivet, and wrought 
iron nails.
Figure 16: A USMC hat device 
from Santa Elena.
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